ever-increasing
importance on the role of public involvement in science and technology policy, questions about risks of biological contamination will be examined and debated in the media, and will lead to the formation of public perceptions of planetary-contamination risks. These perceptions will, over time, form an important input to the development of space policy. Figure 2) . The Student group was much more equivocal in its perceptions of benefits versus risks: less than half of the group perceived the benefits as greater than the risks, and slightly over a third saw the benefits and risks as equal. 
Beliefs About the Survivability of Life on Other Than Home Planet
Perceptions about the potential risks of forward and backward contamination rest in part on beliefs about survivability of life on a planet other than its home planet (see Figure 6 ). missions is not at this point an outstanding risk in these respondents' minds. 
Morality of Exchanging Life with Other Planets

Lay and Expert Perceptions of Planetary Protection
Science groups were somewhat less trusting in this regard.
The lowest levels of trust for all three groups were with regard to risk management and risk communication.
Though The number of different environmental groups named by respondents was quite extensive, and included both national and international groups, as well as local or regional groups.
Over 350 different groups were named by those who indicated some environmental group affiliation.
The Planetary Society group was divided into three subgroups.
The first subgroup was comprised of respondents who indicated no environmental group affiliation. The remaining respondents were divided into (a) those who tended to be affiliated with environmental groups known for taking strongly activist positions on environmental issues, and (b) those who were affiliated with less activist groups. To facilitate this division, respondents who indicated an affiliation with Greenpeace were put in the more activist group. The remaining group was comprised of respondents who indicated an affiliation with one or more environmental groups, none of which was
Greenpeace. This division of respondents was then compared in terms of mean scores on each of a set of item scales developed by summing responses to categories of items all measuring the same concept (see Table 1 ).
Though the three groups did not differ significantly on percelvcd benefit of space exploration, they did differ on other dimensions. 
